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to establish? Mr. F. concludes this paragraph by 


MR. WOODWORTH’S REPLY. 
(Continued from page 243.) 

Having thus disposed of the second portion of 
Mr. F.’s REPLY to our former remarks, we now 
proceed to investigate the third and Jast portion of 
that reply, as copied above, from the Gospel Herald 
of October 11. 

And here we find, in the first paragraph, the fol- 
lowing assertion: “There is such a thing as God’s 
inaking man good and happy without man’s co-ope- 
ration. And this is quite as reasonable as to suppose 
that God could make man at the beginning without 
man’s joint labour. Mr. W.’s conclusion, therefore, 
isa false one.” Here is another specimen of Mr. F.’s 
logic. No action can be predicated of a non-erist- 
ence; it is, therefore, ridiculous to talk of man’s 
acting before he exists. Our business is with man, 
as a living and active being, who has fallen, by his 
own inventions, fiom the upright state in which he 
originally stood by creation. Spiritual things can 
always be illustrated by natural things, and there is 
a striking analogy between spiritual and natural 
maladies. When a man (originally in good health) 
has become diseased by an indulgence of vicious ha- 
bits, is it not necessary for him to co-operate with his 
physician, in order to be restored to health? Does 
he not thus co-operate when he takes the medicine 
which the physician prescribes, abstains from such 
indulgences ashe prohibits, and regulates his diet 
and regimen according to medical directions? This 
is all the co-operation we contend for; and, without 
such co-operation on the part of the patient, all the 
benevolent wishes, professional advice, earnest en- 
treaties, and unremitting exertions of the physician 
will, and must be, wholly unavailing. Does it imn- 
ply any imperfection in his skilP or science to say 
that he cannot perform that cure alone, which he 
might have effected with the patient’s co-operation ? 
The answer is plain, and the application obvious. 

In the same paragraph Mr. Fitz says, “ Man is 
only the recipient of God’s goodness, who affords 
hun means and opportunity, and finally raises him 
incorruptible and immortal, without any assistance 
from man’s power.” We would again ask, what are 
these means and opportunity afforded for, if man 
can do nothing? As a recipient, every man receives 
goods from the Lord, according to his several abili- 
ty, some five talents, some two, and some one. But 
is not every one required to improve these talents ? 
and is not every slothful servant condemned to 
outer darkness for not improving them, instead of 
being made ruler over many things? The parable 
is familiar to every one; how can it be retonciled 





asking, “Do you ever compel your children to act 
differently trom their own choice? If you do, you 
are, on your own confession, palpably absurd.” We 
are confident that not one of our readers will admit 
this inference, when he reflects that rationality is 
what alone renders the will free. Idiots and brutes 
are consequeatly not free agents, and man only be- 
comes so by the gradual expansion and perfection 
of his rational principle as he advances from infan- 
cy to adultage. During this progressive state, the 
rationality of the parent or guardian must be exer- 
cised for the child, until that of the latter becomes 
formed and matured. Freedom of will implies a 
knowledge of right and wrong, and a positive con- 
viction of their ultimate effects. Mr. F. may com- 
pel his child to go to school, without any absurdity 
on his own part; but can he compel him to love his 
studies, and to find pleasure in literary pursuits? 
Let him make the experiment, and we think he will 
prove himself to be palpably absurd. And can 
“children ofa larger growth” be compelled to love 
virtue, when they have, through a long life, made 
vice the idol of their worship? Reason and Scrip- 
ture both answer—No! 

In the next paragraph Mr. Fitz says as follows: 
“ Mr. W. to illustrate his hypothesis, we presume, 
asserts, that “ With the great [ AM, the past, pre- 
sent, and future form one eternal NOW, on which 
foreknowledge cannot be predicated.” Although 
this declaration (adds Mr. Fitz) is one which is 
monstrously absurd, we will admit it, and reason 
accordingly. Mr. W.’s vultures and owls are now 
vultures and owls, &c. “ always were vultures and 
owls, without beginning and without end.” Here is 
another specimen of Mr. F.’s logic, as absurd as 
eithet of the preceding. We did not say, that “ with 
vultures and owls, the past, present, and future form 
one eterual now,” but with God ; that Infinite Mind, 
in which is no shadow of change, of which no 
such thing as succession can possibly be predicated. 
Were it otherwise, his mind would not be infinite. If 
one idea ever did exist before another, in the divine 
mind, there must have been a beginning to such 
succession, and, of consequence, a beginning to 
God, which it is blasphemy to suppose. So that 
Mr. F.’s playing and punning upon the word now, 
amounts to nothing—“less than nothing, and 
vanity.” 

In the same paragraph, Mr. F. asks, “how many 
hells are there?” Let him open the first number 
of this magazine, at the eighth page, article vi. sec. 
4. and he will find an answer, with the scripture 





with the doctrine which Mr. F. labours so zealously 





proofs. Inthe same number. page 9. article iy. he 
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will find an answer to his next question respecting 
redemption. We do not contend that the hells shall 
conquer man, so far as to hold him in their bondage, 
but that man willingly and voluntarily vields him- 
self a captive to them. 

The remainder of Mr. F.’s second paragraph is 
made up of syllogisms, each of which stands totter- 
ing upon one leg. 

In the third paragraph of this portion of his ne- 
pxy, Mr. F. calls our attention to the future destiny 
of all who die in infancy. This is quickly answered. 
They have not lived in the practice, nor died in the 
love of evil, consequently, have not made any 
hereditary propensity to evil, theirown. It is adult 
man, who has confirmed himself in evil, that “can 
never be receptive of heavenly felicity until he is 
regenerated.” We have just before shown, that in- 
fants are not free agents, because they are destitute 
of reason and rationality. They are ignorant of 
evil, and consequently do not love it; they have 
not “sought out many inventions,” therefore, of 
“such isthe kingdom of heaven.” [See our first 
number, page 9, sec. 2.] 

Now let Mr. Fitz answer a question concerning 
children. He says, “ Unless man had strayed in sin 
anderror, and learned, by bitter experience, the 
evil of transgressing the commands,” &c. Pray tell 
us, Sir, did all the infants that have departed this 
life since the fall “ stray in sin, and error, and learn, 
by bitter experience?” Perhaps Mr. F. will say 
that they did all this, “in the aggregate,” in Adam. 
But how can Adam’s “bitter experience” benefit a 
child of a week old? This leads us back to ow old 
question, which Mr. F. has heretofore so “ ingeni- 
ously evaded answering :” “ Why does God permit 
innocent children to suffer in this world? Is the 
temporal suffering of an infant of one, two, or three 
months old, intended as a correction to produce re- 
formation?” Ts such suffering rewarding the infant 
according to his works? What works has it per- 
formed? Has it done or neglected to do that for 
which rewards and punishments (say temporal) are 
promised or threatened ? Let us have no more eva- 
sions, but a definite answer to these simple ques- 
tions—or an honest confession of inability to give it. 

Mr. F.’s fourth paragraph is devoted to an exhor- 
tation, in which he recommends us to confess the 
truth of his doctrine! All that we can honestly con- 
fess is, that until we gave it this slight investigation, 
we had no idea that the whole system was so mon- 
strously absurd as we find it to be. 

The concluding paragraph of Mr. F.’s repxy, is 
another evasion of the three questions which we 
have so repeatedly asked him tosolve. The Post- 
script he alludes to, throws no light on the subject ; 
for in that he merely says, that “to speak evil of 
God,” and to “accuse” him of cruelty, is “the 
height of impious blasphemy.” God forbid that 
we should be guilty of this impious crime. But if 
this assertion prove any thing, it proves too much 
for Mr. F.’s purpose. We have requested Mr. F. 
to account for the present suffering of the innocent, 
but instead of doing so, he merely says it would be 
blasphemy to consider it as cruelty on the part of 





of evil, cannot enjoy the felicity of heaven to aj 
Mr. F. does not hesitate to say, thar \) 


eternity : 
this be the case, it is wanton cruelty on the part of 
Deity. We leave the reader to decide on the charge 
of blasphemy. We know that temporal sufferings 


are not an evidence of cruelty, and consequently 
we do not speak evil of God. Mr. F. does not know 
that all men will enjoy heavenly felicity hereafter, 
and (allowing him to be mistaken in opinion) does 
speak evil of God, by saying the permission of hel? 
is an evidence of his “ignorance, indifference, o 
impotence.” 

I is true that Mr. F. has, at length, answered one 
of our subsequent questions, “ Does God permit the 
innocent to suffer for the guilty ?” in the affirma- 
tive, but offers no argument in illustration. He 
says that Christ suffered “on account of guilty 
men,” but immediately adds, that “ God will never 
permit his innocent creatures to suffer the punish- 
ment due to the guilty, for any sins the guilty has 
committed, to release them from their just punish- 
ment.” In this remark we agree with hiin: bat do 
inform us, sir, in your next, in what manner man- 
kind are benefited by the sufferings of Christ, and 
if those who lived and died previous to the incar- 
nation are sharers with us in these benefits, or whe 
ther their temporal or eternal states were affected 
at all by the subsequent work of redemption. 

Posrscript. After all that has been said against 
the co-operation of man, in the work of regenera- 
tion, Mr. Fitz’s own testimony supports the affirma- 
tive side of the question, He says, “ Man is regen- 
erated in Christ. When a man arrives at the know 
ledge and beliet of this fact, he is ‘ born from above.” 
He is ‘delivered from the power of darkness, and 
translated into the kingdom of God’s dear Son.” 
Now, it is reasonable to suppose that Mr. F. arrived 
at this knowledge and belief, (which he calls being 
“born from above, or regenerated,) by some reading, 
investigation, meditation, &c. It was thus he co- 
operated with God with respect to his own regene- 
ration. Qdly. Admitting, fora moment, that Mr. 
F.’s doctrine be the truth, he is now, weekly, co-ope- 
raling with its Divine Author in the dissemination 
of this truth, and,*vensequently, in the regeneration 
of others. 3dly. He is not compelled to do this, 
neither was he compelled to seek the truth himself; 
therefore, he is a free-agent. 


REMARKS. 

Mr. W. in his second* paragraph considers it 
“ridiculous to talk of man’s acting before he ez- 
ists.” We are of the same opinion. The thing that 
is formed cannot assist him that formed it. Now it 
is quite as ridiculous to suppose that God, who 
formed man, cannot make man again, another ves- 
sel, without man’s assistance. (See Jer. xviii. 3, 4.) 
Sir, here is another specimen of our logic. We 
are of opinion that all your turning and twisting 
will not hide the truth from your readers. Con- 





* For convenience, we number the paragraphs, reckoning 
that which commences the Extract in this Number, as the 
first. 
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sider your illustration of spiritual things by natural 


Mr. W.’s fourth paragraph is a defence of the 


fcures. Take your physician and patient. Let your | poet’s “ eternal now.” But, ‘alas! for Mr. W., his 


Pp 


you 


auent be dead, in a grave, his flesh withered, his] efforts to extricate himself from absurdity, only 
bones separated, and then, Sir, give us a specimen of | plunge him deever. He argues, that all ideas in 
: logic, in showing how he can co-operate! This} the Divine mind, must be without beginning and 


is the figure, and the only one, which can illustrate} without end. An eternal now will always last. 
the subject. If you dispute this, we refer you tothe} Very well, Sir, your own logic proves, that “ vul- 
prophet Ezek. xxxvii. 1-14. If you insist upon an- | tures and owls” were always, in the Divine mind, 
ther figure, take a patient in a case of obstinate | “ vultures and owls,” and will always remain so; 
syncope, or apoplexy. Try your logic here! You] for “ one efernal now does always last.” We be- 
say, “Our business is with man, as a living and ac- | seech you, Sir, not to go beside yourself in the con- 
tive being.” Sir, vour business must be with man,| templation of you own conclusions, and ac¢use us 


as dead, incapable of acting, in spiritual things, | of being the authors of the mischief. 


only as he is acted upon. Examine the natural 


In his fifth paragraph, Mr. W. directs us to his Ist 


figure. A patient, the subject of syncope, ot apo- | Number, to learn how many hedls there are; im p. 8, 
plexy, cannot possibly co-opesate with the physician. of which, we read the following—* There are also 
You, Sir, may answer the question—* Does it imply | three hells, which are the exact antipodes of the 
any imperfi ction in his skill or science, to say that heavens; the lowest hell being opposite to the in- 
he cannot perform that cure alone, which he might | most or third heaven; the middle hell to the second 
have effected with the patient’s co-operation ?” You| heaven; and the uppermost hell, to the first or low- 
shall have a case in point. The “ruler’s daughter,” | est heaven. ‘Fora fire is kindled in mine anger, 


Matt. ix. 29. 

Mr. W. in his third paragraph asks, “ What are 
these means and opportunity afforded for, if man can 
do nothing?” Ans. We have not said that “ means 
and opportunity” are afforded man to enable him 
man) to raise himself tacorruptible and immortal. 
We have said that God does this. That “ man is only 
the recipient of God’s goodness.” By means and 
opportunity, we mean God’s method of making man 
the recipient of his goodness in this mode of being. 
For God “is good to all.” We believe that man 
suffers here, as a consequence of distrusting the 
goodness of God. 

Mr. W.’s remarks on children, &c. will not an- 
swer. Mankind in the aggregate are the children 
or offspring of God. According to Mr. W.’s con- 
clusion, the absurdity is as great, should he “ com- 
pel his children to act differently from their own 
choice,” as for God to compel his children. Strictly 
speaking, a man is compelled to change his belief, 
when God enlightens his understanding to behold 
the truth, and the man is convinced of the falsehood 
of his former faith. Mr. W. says, “ rationality is 
what alone renders the will free. Idiots and brutes 
are consequently not free-agents, and man only be- 
comes so, by the gradual expansion and perfection 
of his rational principle, as he advances from in- 
fancy to adult age.” We reply—By rationality we 
must understand the power.of reasoning. Mr. W. 
has settled the question of free-agency aud defined 
it to be @ power of reasoning perfectly. Does man, 
in the aggregate, infants and idiots excepted, pos- 
sess this power? If so, Mr. W. is correct. If not, he 
isin gross error. God says, “ The ox knoweth his 
owner,” &c. “ but my people do not know.” If my 
people possessed a power of reasoning perfectly, 
they would be free-agents, according to Mr. W. 
But, as my people are below the brutes in know- 
ledge, then, it follows, according to Mr. W. that my 
people are mot free-agents! Sir, this, also, is our 
logic. Call it ridiculous, if you you please; but 
your readers, we think, would award you more 


and shall burn unto the lowest hell.’ ‘ For great is 
thy mercy toward me: and thou hast delivered my 
soul from the lowest hell.’” 

We have Mr. W.’s word that there are three 
Hells! Pray, Sir, how did you learn this fact ¢ 
Where did you obtain your information? Are these 
your “ scripture proofs,” to prove that there are 
“ three Hells,” posterior to the present mode of be- 
ing ? We see no proofhere, This is trifling. Mr. 
W. also refers us to his first number, p. 5. to “ find 
an answer to our next question respecting redemp- 
tion.” Here it is—“ 1. That Redemption consists 
{not in a pardon obtained by a vicarious sacrifice, 
but) in our Lord’s opposing and subduing the pow- 
ers of darkness, and thus destroying the undue influ- 
ence which they had acquired over the minds of the 
human race; thereby restoring man to a state of 
spiritual equilibrium, or freedom of will, and ren- 
dering salvation again posstble to all. He descends 
ed to meet our spiritual enemies on their own 
ground, where ‘he trod them in his anger, and 
trampled them in his fury.’ Thus ‘in his love and 
in his pity he redeemed us.” We must inform 
Mr. W. that we consider the Book called the Bible, 
superior to the authority of Messrs. Swedenborg 
and Arminius. You may talk of your Redemption, 
which “ consists in [your lord’s] restoring man to 
a state of spiritual equilibrium,” &c. “ and render- 
ing salvation possible to all.” But we shall look to 
our Lord, whose Redemption is “ forgiveness of 
sins.” (Ephes. i. 7.) Who renders salvation certain 
to all. (John vi. 33.) 

Mr. W. endeavours to escape from the conclu- 
sions resulting from his premises, by something 
which was probably intended for a witticism. If 
the reader can relish this, we shall submit, of course. 

Mr. W.’s seventh paragraph is an emendation of 
his premises! Hereis trouble. Alas! First declare 
that “ Man must be regenerated in this life.” Then 
play upon words, and prove that children are not 
men. Sir, you have greatly the advantage. You 
may take women also, and make them a party to 





Praise, if vou were to prove it so. 





your new privilege. But Mr. W. refers us to his 
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first Number, to solve difficulties. There we are 
told, that “all children are received immediately 
into heaven by the Lord, and, after instruction, or 
tumprovement in understanding and wisdom, partici- 


pate in all the happiness and perfection of angels.” 
Excellent. Children do not need regeneration. 
They only want “ instruction—wisdom,” and so 
forth! They can obtain this in another world. So 
after all your positive assertions, you will regene- 
rate, in your own way, ove half of the human race 
when your indispensable “ medium” no longer ex- 
ists. Sir, your finesse is admirable. 

Mi. W. seeks a solace in his eighth paragraph, 
for the difficulties which surround him, by attempt- 
ing to persuade us that we are as blind as himself. 
Let us examine and reply to Mr. W.’s interroga- 
tions. 

To the First, we say, “all infants” have not 
“ strayed in sin and error,” &c. Mr. W.’s perhaps, 
therefore, is useless. Second—* Why does God 
permit innocent children to suffer in this world ?” 
We answer—To make them perfect. Third—* Is 
the temporal suffering of an infant of one, two, or 
three months, intended as a correction to produce 
reformation 7” We answer—“ Whom God loveth 
he chasteneth.” The reason assigned in the Scrip- 
tures is the reason we shall assign, that the party, 
suffering the chastisement, may be “ partakers of 
His holiness.” Fourth— Is such suffering re- 
warding the infant according to its works?” We 
answer—The infant has not worked. Fifth— 
“ What works has it performed?” We answer— 
The infant has not worked. Sixth—* Has it done 
or neglected to do that for which rewards and pun- 
ishments (say temporal) are promised or threaten- 
ed?” We answer—The infant has not worked. 
Seventh—* Let us have no more evasion, but a 
definite answer to these simple questions.” Certain- 
ly, Sir; by all means. Eighth—*“ Or an honest 
confession of inability to give it.” No, Sir, by no 
means. Reader, keep thine eye on the above, for 
Mr. W. will not admit that we ever answer ques- 
tions. 

Mr. W.’s ninth paragraph is what it is. Reader, 
alas! for friend W. look at it. He says, our “ fourth 
paragraph is devoted to an exhortation, in which we 
recommend to him to confess the truth of our doc- 
trine.” Hear his “ honest confession.” He “ had 
no idea that the whole system was so monstrously 
absurd as he finds it to be.” Stop, Sir. Let us go 
back to the said monstrously absurd doctrine, taught 
in said fourth paragraph. We asked you “ to con- 
fess, that all men, indiscriminately, will be raised 
immortal,” &c. “death be swallowed up in vic- 
tory,” &c. That “ God is Omnipotent, and man the 
creature, offspring, and recipient of God’s mercies.” 
That “the devil and his works shall be destroyed;” and 
his destruction to be to the very “ root and branch.” 
This is pronounced to be “ monstrously absurd.” 
Reader, the reverse of these propositions must then 
be the consistent truth ; and Mr. Woodworth’s doc- 
trine. We forbear farther remark. We pity the 
man who can call “ good evil, light darkness, and 
straight crooked.” 





Mr. W. was so shocked with our doctrine, that he 
missed a whole paragraph of our reply ! 

Mr. W. in his tenth paragraph, declares we hay, 
evaded his three questions, which he has repeatedly 
asked us to solve. Sir, we have answered them 
promptly. If you insist to the contrary, bring them 
forward, we will answer them again ! The conclusion 
of this paragraph is admirable. We do not know 
that all men will enjoy felicity hereafter. Now, 
what think ye, follows? Why, if something happens 
that God did not foresee, it is an evidence of igno- 
rance. If God does not preserve and save man, it 
is an evidence of indifference. If God cannot save 
man, it is an evidence of impotence. Sir, you cay- 
not escape. If these results happen, from the 
causes assigned, and you say we speak evil of God, 
because we speak the truth, and assign the true 
causes, we shall be pleased to have you explain how 
we can speak good of God, when we speak falsely of 
him ? 

Mr. W. in his eleventh paragraph, acknowledges 
that we have, at length, answered one of his ques- 
tions, We beg the reader to recollect this. We 
had almost despaired of obtaining any acknowledg- 
ment. And we tell friend W. frankly, that we can- 
not, with any propriety, press him to answer our 
questions, for a reason too obvious to be mentioned. 
Mr. W. agrees with us, in one remark, and interro- 
gates—But why answer him ? He does not answer 
your questions. True, reader ; this is too much the 
case. The matter will appear dry and uninterest- 
ing, unless something is said in reply. Therefore, 
let us hear him interrogate—First : “ In what manner 
are mankind benefited by the sufferings of Christ >” 
Ans. Christ was made perfect through sufferings. 
His perfection will benefit us, because he is the 
Head of the Church—the Head of every man, and 
all men shall rise in his perfect image. Second: 
Whether “ those who lived and died previous to the 
incarnation, are sharers with us in these benefits?” 
Ans. If Christ is the Head of every man, then ev- 
ery man is a member of his body. Every member 
of the body shares in the benefits received from the 
head. Third: “ Whether their temporal or eternal 
states were affected at all by the subsequent work of 
redemption?” Ans. Having taught that God /fore- 
sees all things, has a purpose in all he does, and that 
his “ good pleasure which he purposed in himself,” 
is, in the “dispensation of the fulness of times to 
gather together in one all things in Christ,” we 
must also believe, that all men, from the beginning, 
were made and intended to be blessed in Christ, 
agreeably to the promise made to Abraham. 

Mr. W. in his Postscript, considers our “ testi- 
mony to support the affirmative side of the ques- 
tion,” relative to “ what has been said against the 
co-operation of man in the work of regeneration.” 
We really are at a stand, and do not know hew to 
address Mr. W. whether to scold him, or not. Sir, 
what benefit can result to any cause, from misrepre- 
sentation ? Why do you persist in using the terms 
“ regeneration” and “ born from above,” as convert- 
ible, in a sense to give the reader to understand that 
we use them, and make us accountable for absurdi- 
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e. You say, “Mr. F. calls being ‘ born from above,’ 
a regenerated.” Sir, this is not our mode of expres- 
sion. Strange to tell, Mr. W. will have it, hypo- 
thetically, that we “ are co-operating in the regene- 
ration of others.” His conclusion is perfectly natu- 
ral, he says, “ S3dly. He is not compelled to do this, 
neither was he compelled to seek the truth himself; 
therefore he is a free-agent.” A new way this, to 
arrive at a favourable conclusion. Sir, you shall 
have something for your trouble. We acknowledge 
that we are free-agents in proportion to the same 
extent, as We co-operate in regenerating the world 
of mankind. The attentive reader will not be at a 
loss tounderstand the full amount of our concession. 
(To be continued when Mr. W.’s reply appears.) 
—~<p»— 
FOR THE GOSPEL HERALD. 

While the religious world are engaged in contro- 
versy, it may not be unprofitable for us, to make 
some inquiry also. One denomination of Chris- 
tans, advocate the vicarious sufferings of Christ ; 
while another denies the same. One degrades the 
Saviour to a mere man ; another gives him a place 
superior to angels ; and a third e <alts him to a station, 
not exceeded by Jehovah himself. Election, and 
Reprobation, decrees, and free agency, are alter- 
nately admitted and denied. Such being the state 
of Christendom, it is not to be regretted, it is no 
cause of lamentation, that the investigation of re- 
ligious tenets is becoming general. But the dispo- 
sition manifested by those who have long held the 
sway over the minds of the community, is truly de- 
plorable. The most inveterate malice is vented 
against those, who have the boldness to inquire, up- 
on what authority their creeds are founded ? How 
hard is the prohibition fot a man, who desires to 
know the truth, to be deprived of the freedom of 
thought ! 

The danger of innovation, is considered by many, 
as a sufficient inducement to oppose any system of 
religion, which essentially differs from the prevail- 
ing creeds. Some evils are to be expected from every 
great change. But, where the good resulting from 
it, will greatly overbalance the evil; where the 
cause of truth will be promoted, duty calls every one 
to the undertaking. Dark was that day, when Lu- 
ther arose to enlighten the earth. Man had long 
groaned under the iron hand of religious despotism. 
“ The sun of righteousness,” to appearance, had al- 
most ceased to shine, and the last ray of truth had 
nearly ceased to glimmer, when he began to expose 
the errors of Popery. And, will any pretend, that 
in contending against these errors, he was criminal, 
because he acted in opposition to the established 
church? If not, why may not the same cause de- 
mand the same opposition, at the present? Error is 
errur, and its nature can never be changed; how 
numerous, or venerable soever, its abettors. Since 
the apostacy, many luminaries have arisen, to en- 
lighten the darkened hemisphere; but their light 
was too feeble, or too transient, to effect a thorough 
reformation. Laying open many of the enormities 
of Popery, and stripping it of much of its paltry co- 


dom. What heart glows not with gratitude, to 
those, who risked their lives to free the world from 

religious tyranny! Yet, the immediate transition, 

from the abuses which then existed, to the simple 

truths of the gospel, was too great for the human 

mind, unassisted by supernatural powers. The ex- 

perience of ages fully demonstrate, that great 

changes are generally effected by degrees. This 

has been the case, not only in religion, but also in 

science. At different periods, the mind of man has 

expanded, and developed the arcana of nature; 
while centuries have intervened, in which not an 
individual has existed, to erect a monument in the 
republic of letters. 

Such has been the case with Christianity. Since 
the beginning of the reformation, it has been gradu- 
ally divested of its superstitious rites, and ceremo- 
nies. But, heretofore those who have made at- 
tempts at reformation, have retained so much of the 
“ mark of the beast and his image,” that room is left 
for the reformation of the reformed. Such is the 
power of prejudice over the human mind, that those 
very men, who were so zealously engaged against 
Popery, retained some of its most glaring absurdi- 
ties. For instance, the endless misery of a certain 
portion of mankind. ‘This is a prominent feature in 
the doctrine of orthodory. This orthodoxy, is sup- 
posed to be built upon the testimony of the prophets, 
and apostles. But this is far from being true. 
“The restitution of all things, has been spoken of 
by all God's Holy prophets, since the world began ;” 
and has been confirmed by an apostle. Against 
such a host of witnesses, orthodoxy contends in 








vain. 

Man is an envious being, prone to derogate from 
the happiness of his fellow, when he sees him en- 
joying a happiness superior to his own. Under the 
guidance of this spirit, he is often too zealous in an 
unjust cause. Zeal, which is not according to 
knowledge, infuriates the mind, and stimulates to 
the commission of the most inhuman cruelties. 
Man was created with certain unalienable rights ; 
among which, ought to be admitted liherty of con- 
science. This is the most valuable of rights, and 
should be held sacred. In the exercise of religion, 
felicity can be obtained, when all other resorts prove 
abortive. This, exalts the soul into rapture, and, in 
imagination, translates it from earth to heaven. 
Any encroachment upon this privilege, should be 
guarded against with a jealous eye; and he, who 
contributes to the enslaving of the minds of his fel- 
low creatures, or opposes the abolition of this slave- 
ry, may justly be ranked among the most dangerous 
enemies to human happiness. Too long, have the 
nations of the earth suffered under the weight of 
Ecclesiastical tyranny ; their miseries unpitied, and 
their wrongs unredressed. The bloody hand of per- 
secution has been reared over the head of devoted 
innocence, and the torch has lighted the weary pil- 
grim to the mansions of the dead. That religion, 
whose principles, if universally obeyed, would con- 
vert the world into a paradise like unto the garden 
of the Lord, has been too long abused by its pre- 





vering, were no inconsiderable services to Christen- 


tended admirers; and its name used as a covert to 
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the basest designs. Societies, differing in princi- 

ple, have been estranged from each other ; and, in 

many instances, the ties of nature have been disre- 

garded. The mother has forgotten her consan- 

guinity; and brother, has devoted brother to de- 

struction. B. H. 
—_—f — 


A DISCOURSE 
Upon tke Duration of Furure Punisument. 

By the Rev. Henry Ruffner, «1. M. Professor of 

Languages in Washington College. Rich- 

mond: Printed by N. Pollard. 1823. 

THE TEXT. 
« These shall go away into everlasting punishment.” 
Marr. xxv. 46. First clause. 
(Continued from p. 250.) 

5. Of all questions, this of eternal punishment 
meets with the strongest opposition from our pre- 
judices. Self-love the most invincible of our pas- 
sions, benevolence the sweetest of our affections, 
though in most cases they restrain each other, in 
this case unite their whole power of warping the 
judgment. 

When we reason of future punishment, we are 
criminals judging in our own cause. We have broken 
the law of God, sin yet maintains some place in 
our hearts and consciences ; before us are death, 
judgment, and eternity. In this state of awfal sus- 
pense, our self-love produces an irresistible desire 
to find our judge determined to save us from ever- 
lasting punishment. Most of all, they who are 


bent upon living contrary to the gospel, must feel 
a supreme longing to be pursuaded that they may 
indulge their own pleasure, and yet find their jadge 


propitious. 

On the other hand, we see our dearest friends 
and relations in as much or more danger than our- 
selves. The thought of their suffering eternal pun- 
ishment fills us with horror. And then such mul- 
titudes must be involved in the same ruin. The 
magnitude of the evilis overwhelming. When the 
imagination is filled, and the soul sickened, with 
the image of eternal death, preying upon ourselves, 
our friends, our fellow-creatures, by millions; we 
exclaim under the resistless impulse of feeling, 
“God is too good to subject us to such a doom.” 

My friends, this is not the voice of reason, but 
of feeling which conquers reason. Fix your mind 
now upon a company of poor mortals, in a dark, 
damp, loathsome dungeon; clanking their chains 
day and night; famishing, freezing, groaning, 
weeping, despairing. There are your dear parents, 
brothers, sisters, children, and the partner of your 
bosom. How heart-rending their cries! How cruel 
their sufferings! After many a tedious night, the 
prison-door opens; a band of pitiless tormentors 
come and drag them forth before a large assembly. 
See my mother’s face haggard with sorrow—my 
child’s limbs worn to the bone by chains and bun- 
ger! Oh! horrible! their cruel keepers are stripping 
off theit rags: they seize the knotty whips; can I 
hear their moans ? Can I look upon their torn and 
bleeding bodies? Can I contemplate their public 





———— — — 
disgrace, and the secret anguish of their souls ? 
What infernal tyrant has done this ? 

Ah, my friends, we have only thought of the 
suffering ; we have overlooked the cause. These 
are traitors and murderers, who had set Jaw ang 
justice at defiance, betrayed their country, and with 
cold-blooded cruelty, tortured to death the innocent. 
They are not my kindred: they are strangers, who 
have spent their lives in robbery, burning, treason, 
torture and blood. A free pardon was offered them, 
if they would but repent of their deeds, and reform 
their lives. They scorned the offered mercy ; and 
determined, as long as they had the power, to be. 
tray and murder still, Are you not ready to exclaim, 
What partial judge has favoured them with a pun. 
ishment so light, and so inadequate to their crimes? 

Thus you see how easy it is to feel indignation 
even at civil punishments, when we keep out of 
view the crimes of the sufferers, and consider them 
as our kindred. Now we do not know, as before 
observed, the evil of sinning against God, refusing 
his mercy and persevering in wilful impenitency 
during life. We do not know all the reasons which 
may determine infinite wisdom to make future pun- 
ishment eternal, but suitable in degree to the several 
degrees of guilt. Certainly, however, God is not 
governed in his judgments by blind feelings of sym- 
pathy ; which are suitable to our condition, but not 
to his steady purposes of wisdom. We see children 
more influenced by feeling to judge wrongly than 
nen. Human judges ought not to give way to 
them: and we ought surely to distrust our own 
judgments concerning the incomprehensible subject 
before us, when we see honest men, through self- 
love, often contend for what is not their right; just 
judges not trusted with the trial of their own cause, 
nor that of their relations: the case of a criminal 
generally viewed in the most favourable light by 
himself and his friends. If then revelation teach 
something concerning future punishment, which w« 
would not have expected, we have abundant reason 
to give up our own judgments, as being founded on 
weakness, ignorance, partiality, and prejudice. 

(To be continued.) 
REMARKS. 

Mr. R. decides, that “of all questions, this of 
eternal punishment meets with the strongest oppo- 
sition from our prejudices.” This we deny. But 
this Reverend gentleman, to prove his assertion, 
says, “ Self-love the most invincible of our passions, 
benevolence the sweetest of our affections, though in 
most cases they restrain each other, in this case unite 
their whole power of warping the judgment.” Pray, 
are “self love and benevolence” prejudices? Ii 
man’s benevolence, generally, strongly opposes 
endless misery, how will the benevolence of Christ 
oppose it? How will the benevolence of a God of 
love oppose it, who has declared, although the mother 
may forget her son, He will never leave nor forsake 
us? “ The sweetest of our affections” oppose eter- 
nal punishment. Sir, how do the sourest passions 
and feelings vote on this question ? Surely, if the 
sweetest oppose, the sourest must advocate the doc- 
trine of eternal punishment. Thus, Sir, you fur 
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nish the conclusion, that the best feelings of your 
nature lie dormant, and the worst passions of your 
bosom hold the reins, white you advocate this wick- 
ed doctrine. A tersible conclusion, this; but the 
inevitable produet of your own premises. Sir, you 
are opposing the doctrine of God’s Universal love 
und goodness. This question meets with far 
stronger oppdsition from your prejudices, than the 
contrary sentiment, which consigas millions to wo 
inexpressible. Indeed, Sir, you are striving, with 
Jj] your might, and aided by all your prejudices, 
to support this horrible hypothesis, 

Mr. R. continues—* When we reason of future 
punishment, we are criminals judging in our own 
cause.” Sir, you have said. We, the Reverend 
Mr. Ruffner, and his compeers, are criminals judg- 
ing in our own cause. And “ We” are so much 
under the dominion of our prejudices, that, rather 
than fail of establishing our cruel hypothesis, and 
proving that there is an endless Hell, we will prove 
our own damnation to be certain. Sir, how is it 
when you reason of future happiness ? Are rot you 
an interested party? On your own ground, what 
are your conclusions worth ? Surely, Sir, “ you are 
judging in your own cause,” view the question as 
you will. Your argument bristles against you at 
all points. But, “ Most of all, they who are bent 
upon living contrary to the gospel, must feel a su- 
preme longing,” &c. Astonishing! The greatest 
sinners, the worst of men, “ most of all, feel a su- 
preme longing,” &e. Ro ‘ find their judge propitious.’ 
The humble Chrisfian, according to this conclu- 
sion, is indifferent, compared to the vilest wretch, 
about his future destiny. Mr. R. says, “ we see our 
dearest friends and relations in as much or more 
danger than ourselves. The thought of their suffer- 
ing eternal punishment fills us with horror. And 
then such multitudes must be involved in the same 
ruin.” True, Sir, “ the magnitude of the evil is 
overwhelming,” and every honest and enlightened 
man, must exclaim, “ God is tov good to subject us 
tosuch adoom.” Here are premises and conclu- 
sions which can never be set aside. But hear this 
Reverend logician— 

“ My friends, this is not the voice of reason, but 
of feeling which conquers reason.” Reason, then, 
is incompatible with feeling. Sir, was it the voice 
of feeling which conquers reason, which cried, 
“ Father, forgive them, forthey know not what they 
do?” Mr. R. then indulges in a strain of lamenta- 
ble description, and portrays, in gloomy colours, the 
horrible condition of a “ company of poor mortals, 
ina dark, damp, loathsome dungeon.” He adds, 
‘these are your dear parents, brothers,’ &c. He asks, 
“ What infernal tyrant has done this ?” 

“ Ah, my friends,” says this great logician, “ we 
have only thought of the suffering ; we have over- 
looked the cause. These are traitors, and murder- 
ers,” &e, “They are not my kindred.” Stop, Sir, 
where you are. Go back. Why did not Christ say, 
“These are traitors and murderers, they are not my 
kindred?” Why did he say, “Father, forgive 
them?” Christ declared to the multitude, “ One 


brethren.” (Matt. xxiii.) Paul declared, “ God hath 
made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell 
on all the face of the earth ;” and added, “ we are 
also his offspring.” If “ God has made of one blood 
all nations of men,” if God is our Father, and all 
are his offspring, or children, then all who suffer are 
our kindred! But you say, “A free pardon was 
offered them,” &c. and having concluded “ they are 
not my kindred,” you ask, “ Are you not ready to 
exclaim, What partial judge has favoured them 
with a punishment so light, so inadequate to their 
crimes?” We ask you, Are not you ashamed of 
your miserable sophistry? You ought to be. Hear 
the voice of truth. “Turn, O backsliding children, 
saith the Lorn; for I am “married unto you.” 
(Jer. iii. 14.) 

“ Thus you see,” continues Mr. R. “how easy it 
is to feel indignation even at civil punishment, when 
we keep out of view the crimes of the sufferers 
and consider them as our kindred.” A sad mis- 
take this. All our sympathy, concern, and love, 
has been lavished, not upon friends and kindred, 
but upon enemies and strangers. How consistent! 
The Bible requires us to sacrifice our feelings of 
love and sympathy, to hate our enemies, and to 
care nothing about strangers. This is the conclu- 
sion. How do you like it, Sir? Reader, we rejoice 
to say, that these sentiments, so precious in the 
eyes of this Reverend Gentleman, are as opposed 
to the doctrine we inculcate, as light is opposed to 
darkness. Our Bible says, “ Love your enemies.” 
The exhortation concludes, “ Be ye therefore per- 
fect, [How ?] even as your Father who is in heaven 
is perfect.” God forgives his enemies, and loves 
them. To be perfect, as God is perfect, we must 
forgive and love our enemies. We have a reason 
for this. God loves them becausé they are his 
offspring. Because he is the God of their Spirits. 
We ought to love them, because our Father loves 
them, for they, with all their ignorance and _ blind- 
ness, are our brethren; have the same origin, and 
are destined to the same peaceful home. “ He that 
loveth dwelleth in God, and God in him.” 

Mr. R. again reiterates the confession of his igno- 
rance of the evil of sinning against God. If you 
are so extremely ignorant, as your modest confes- 
sions prove, pray be careful and not unnecessarily 
expose yourself. For one so ignorant, to pretend 
to so much knowledge, is certainly presuming very 


“ the reasons which may determine infinite wisdom” 
to make future holiness and happiness, the property 
of all his offspring? We agree with you, that “God 
is not governed in his judgments by blind feelings 
of sympathy ; which are suitable to” your “ condi- 
tion, but not to his steady purposes of wisdom.” Is 
sympathy a blind feeling? Are all those blind who 
are governed or moved by it? Are you free from 
this failing? Are your eyes open to all the excel- 





is your Father who is in heaven, and all ye are 





unwarrantably. Do you, Sir, know all, or any of 


lencies of cruelty, malice, and revenge? How do 
“the scorners delight in their scorning, and fools 
hate knowledge!” It is the proud Pharisee, the 
man who “ is wise in his own conceit,” who is gov- 
erned by “ blind feelings ;” and whose “tender mer- 
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cies are cruelty.” How is God governed? We 
answer—By Love. A love “ stronger than death,” 
which can never be quenched. Christ, the image 
of God, (the likeness of God,) proved the truth of 
this declaration. Love, call it blind, if you please, 
conquered. The malice ef enmity, the cruelty of 
revenge, could not extinguish it. The heavenly 
flame bucned with a glorious radiance, when sin was 
at its most malignant height; and will continue to 
burn, until all erro: is consumed. It will diffuse its 
influences, until the whole creation is blessed with 
its fire, and its rays be reflected from every heart. 

What! another acknowledgment of mental im- 
becility! Look atit. “ We ought surely to distrust 
our own judgments concerning the incomprehensi- 
ble subject before us.” Sir, we cannot believe you 
capable of expressing an opinion entitled to a mo- 
ment’s serious consideration as a matter of faith. 
We distrust your judgment altogether. We “ ought 
surely” to do this; when even you recommend the 
measure. Why not shut up the book. The man 
knows nothing ; we have his own confession in evi- 
The subject is tncomprehensible, to him; 
he does not know the evil of sinning. Alas! Sir, 
what do you know? Nothing—nothing. We are 
constrained to say, this Reverend gentleman has es- 
timated his powers correctly. Solomon says, 
“ Knowledge is easy to him that understandeth.” 
God speaks, by his prophet, and says, “ I will give 
you pastors according to mine heart, who shall feed 
you with knowledge and understanding.” (Jer. iii. 
15.) Is this pastor “ according to mine heart,” who 
feeds the people with ignorance and uncertainty ? 
Again: “ My people are destroyed fox lack of know- 
ledge: because thou hast rejected knowledge, I al- 
so will reject thee, that thou shalt be no priest to 
me.” (Hosea iv. 6.) This priest is ignorant, and 
(iod’s people are destroyed by him. Knowledge 
saves men. Again: “ For the priest’s lips should 
keep knowledge,” &c. “ But ye are departed out of 
the way; ye have caused many to stumble at the 
law,” &e. “ Therefore have I made you contempt- 
ible and base before all the people, according as ye 
have not kept my ways, [there is no misery in God’s 
ways,}] but have been partial in the law. Have we 
not all one Father? hath not one God created us 7” 
(Mal. ii. 7-10.) Yes. But this priest would deceive 
the people, and cause them to stumble, saying, 
“ They are not my kindred.” Again: “ Have the 
workers of iniquity no knowledge? who eat up my 
people as they eat bread: they have not called upon 
the name of the Lord.” (Psa. liii. 4.) The name of 
the Lord is Saviour. You call upon the name ofa 
destroyer, and eat up God’s people. 

Mr. R. says, “ The case of a criminal is generally 
viewed in the most favourable light by himself 
and friends.” True, Sir. But how does an enemy 
view the criminal’s case ? Is God the criminal’s ene- 
my? Pause, before you decide. The command is, 
“ Love your enemies.” Shall the sinner love God 
as an enemy, or as a friend? Will not God view the 
sinner’s case in the “ most favourable light ?” Dare 
you answer in the negative ? 

M:. R. continues—“ If then revelation teach 


dence. 





something concerning future punishment, which 
we would not have expected, we have abundant rea- 
son to give up our own judgment, as being founded 
on weakness, ignorance, partiality, and prejudice.” 
Then, Sir, your judgment must be opposed to rea. 
son, &c. What is reason? The Scriptures assure 
us, that if we reason with God, our sins, though of 
the colour of scarlet and crimson, shall be as white 
as wool or snow. What colour do you make sin? 
Alas! Sir, we have your acknowledgment that you 
are ignorant. You are incapable of reasoning ; and 
sin to you appears red with malignity, and of endless 
duration. “ Come, then, and let us reason together, 
saith the Lord.” Sir, “ your judgment is founded 
on weakness, ignorance, partiality, and prejudice,” 
The subject, on your confession, is to you incompre. 
hensible. Your views are “ dark and partial.” You, 
Sir, who stand in so great need of teaching, have 
the presumption to attempt to teach others. Sir, 
there is a “ beam in your eye.” 
(To be continued.) 
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NEWS FROM SCOTLAND. 


We have received another epistle from our Br, 
Worrall, dated Glasgow, Oct. 11, 1823, from which 
we extract the following: 

“We have received an epistle from a small 
church at Colerain, in the north of Ireland; of 
which we had not before heard. It is certain that 
liberal views of the Divine economy, and rational 
ideas of the Creator’s purpose and design in Re- 
demption, are extending their mild and genial in- 
fluence around us. May the Great Head of the 
Church prepare and send forth labourers into the 
Gospel harvest, who may be powerfully successful 
in inaking inroads into the kingdom of darkness, 
instrumental in dissipating the gloom of prejudice, 
and successful in counteracting the efforts of priest- 
craft. 

“ [ admire the liberality and forbearance so long 
practised among American Universalists ; and shall 
feel unspeakably rejoiced to know that they con- 
tinue united in sentiment upon the Rock of Ages, 
Christ Jesus, and preserve the unity of the spirit in 
the bonds of heavenly peace. The duration of pun- 
ishment, we may consider a matter of minor impor- 
tance. JenovaAn afflicts not willingly, nor unne- 
cessarily grieves the children of men. Not a stripe 
will be inflicted more than is required for the good 
of the chastised.” 

Our Br. Worrall for himself, and on behalf of our 
brethren in Glasgow, tenders grateful ackuowledg- 
ments to those whe have forwarded books, and 
“ administered to the intellectual pleasure and grati- 
fication” of our distant Brethren. 


—>—- 


PUBLIC DISCUSSION. 
Subject—soun x1x. 30. 

The “ Society for the Investigation and Estab- 
lishment of Gospel Truth,” will meet at Tolerton ‘ 
Academy, 63 Chrystie-street, on Tuxspay Even 
ing next, at 6 o'clock. 





—_— 





PUBLISHED EVERY SATURDAY, AT TWO DOLLARS 
PER ANNUM, AT THE OFFICE OF THE GOSPEL 
HERALD, NO. 67 CHRYSTIE-STREET: 
Payable in «ldvance. 





